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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-54 are presented for examination. 



Claim Objections 



2. Claim 29 is objected to because of the following informalities: There seems to be 
an typo error in "clients accesses" (on line 3 of claim 29). For examination purpose, 
Examiner assumes "clients accesses" to be " "clients' accesses". 
Appropriate correction is required. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e)). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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4. Claims 1 , 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9-1 1 , 1 3-1 5, 21-23, 29-31 , 36-38, 43 and 49 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Schultz et al. (hereafter Shcultz), U.S. 
pat. No.6,453,339. 

As to claim 1 , Schultz discloses a method comprising: 

each of a plurality of directory servers non-exclusively engaging a first plurality of 
servers to serve as master servers (40 fig.3 can be a multiple servers) for hosting one 
or more application services, and a second plurality of servers to serve as slave servers 
(42 fig.3) for facilitating clients (18 and 20 fig.3) accesses to the hosted one or more 
application services (processing clients' requests for contents, see abstract, fig.3, col. 5 
line 51 to col. 6 line 23). 

the directory servers (40 fig.3) receiving requests from clients to access a 
selected one or selected ones of said one or more application services (see col. 6 lines 
24-49). 

and the directory servers selecting and assigning selected ones of their non- 
exclusively engaged master servers (40 fig.3) to host said accessed application service 
or services as well as selecting and assigning selected ones of their engaged slave 
servers (42 fig.3) to facilitate said clients to access said hosted application service or 
services [master server checking to see if the request for information storing in the 
repository (22 fig.3), see col.6 line 50 to col.7 line 23). 

As to claim 2, Schultz discloses at least some of the master and slave servers are 
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engaged to host application service or services, and facilitate clients accesses for 
multiple ones of said directory servers, and the directory servers perform said selections 
and assignments of master and slave servers to host application service or services 
(assigning appropriate servers to process clients' requests, see fig.4, col.1 1 line 7 to 
col.12 line 62) and facilitate accesses to the hosted application service or services 
based on a plurality of operational metrics that directly or indirectly convey the master 
and slave servers ability to further host additional instantiation of an application service 
or additional application service, and facilitate clients accesses, in view of the hosting 
and access facilitating respectively already undertaken by the non-exclusively engaged 
master and slave servers (see col. 13 lines 7-64). 

As to claim 3, Schultz discloses the directory servers periodically polling (scheduling 
tasks to servers) their non-exclusively engaged master and slave servers for information 
related to said operational metrics the directory servers employed to select and assign 
master and slave servers to host one or more application services and facilitate 
accesses to the one or more hosted application services (see fig. 2, 3, col.6 line 4 to 
col.7 line 23). 

As to claim 5, Schultz discloses in a directory server, a method comprising: 

contacting a first plurality of other servers to non-exclusively engage said first 
plurality of other servers to serve as master servers (master servers 40 fig.3) for hosting 
one or more application services and contacting a second plurality of other servers to 
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non-exclusively engage said second plurality of other servers to serve as slave servers 
(42 fig.3) for facilitating clients accesses to one or more hosted application services 
(processing clients' requests for contents, see abstract, fig.3, col. 5 line 51 to col.6 line 
23). 

receiving requests from clients (18 and 20 fig.3) to access a selected one or 
selected ones of said one or more hosted application services and selecting and 
assigning selected ones of said non-exclusively engaged master servers (40 fig.3) to 
host said one or more accessed application services as well as selecting and assigning 
selected ones of said non-exclusively engaged slave servers to facilitate said clients (18 
and 20 fig. 3) to access said one or more hosted application services [master server 
checking to see if the request for information storing in the repository (22 fig.3), see 
col.6 line 50 to col.7 line 23). 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 2 and 3 
respectively. 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 5-7 respectively. 

As to claim 13, Schultz discloses in a master server, a method comprising: 

consenting to non-exclusive engagements to serve as a master server (40 fig.3) 
for hosting one or more application services for a plurality of directory servers 
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(processing clients' requests for contents, see abstract, fig.3, col.5 line 51 to col.6 line 
23). 

receiving instructions from the plurality of directory servers to host a selected one 
or selected ones of said one or more hosted application services and hosting said 
selected one or ones of said one or more hosted application services accordingly 
[master server checking to see if the request for information storing in the repository (22 
fig.3), see col.6 line 50 to col.7 line 23). 

Claims 14 and 15 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 2 and 3 
respectively. 

Claims 21-23 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 13-15 respectively. 

As to claim 29, Schultz discloses in a slave server, a method comprising: 

consenting to non-exclusive engagements to serve as a slave server (42 fig.3) 
for facilitating clients' accesses to one or more hosted application services for a plurality 
of directory servers (40 fig.3) (processing clients' requests for contents, see abstract, 
fig.3, col.5 line 51 to col.6 line 23). 

receiving instructions from the plurality of directory servers (40 fig.3) to facilitate 
accesses by clients (18 and 20 fig.3) to a selected one or selected ones of said one or 
more hosted application services and facilitating accesses by clients to said selected 
one or ones of said one or more hosted application services accordingly [master server 
checking to see if the request for information storing in the repository (22 fig.3), see 
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As to claim 30, Schultz discloses responding to periodically polling by said directory 
servers for information related to operational metrics employed by said directory servers 
to select and assign slave servers to facilitate clients accesses to one or more hosted 
application services (assigning appropriate servers to process clients' requests, see 
fig.4, col.11 line 7 to col.12 line 62) 

As to claim 31 , Schultz discloses interacting with a plurality of master servers to 
facilitate accesses by clients to one or more application services hosted by said master 
servers (see fig.4, col.1 1 line 7 to ocl.12 line 62). 

Claims 36-38 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 29-31 respectively. 

As to claims 43 and 49, Schultz discloses in a client device, a method comprising: 

requesting a directory server (40 fig.3) for access to a hosted application 
service (processing clients' requests for contents, see abstract, fig.3, col.5 line 51 to 
col.6 line 23). 

receiving identification of a slave server (42 fig.3) from the directory server (40 
fig.3) to access said hosted application sen/ice through said identified slave server and 
accessing said hosted application service hosted through said identified slave server 
accordingly [directory server checking to see if the request for information storing in the 
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repository (22 fig.3) f see col.6 line 50 to col.7 line 23]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 4, 8, 12, 16-20, 24-28, 32-35, 39-42, 44, 46-48 and 50-54 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schultz in view of Kikinis et al. 
(hereafter Kikinis), U.S. pat. No.6,055,566. 

As to claim 4, Schultz further discloses at least said clients are coupled to said directory 
and slave servers through a public network (connecting through the Internet to get 
information from communication channels, see col.3 line 19 to col.4 line 51). Schultz 
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does not specifically disclose hosting one or more application services include a packet 
based talk radio system and its hosted multi-party talk radio shows, with said clients 
comprising hosts, listeners and callers of said hosted multi-party talk radio shows. 
However, Kikinis in the same network environment discloses hosting one or more 
application services include a packet based talk radio system and its hosted multi-party 
talk radio shows, with said clients comprising hosts, listeners and callers of said hosted 
multi-party talk radio shows (using media sources presenting as radio stations to 
provide information to users, see fig.1 , col.3 line 17 to col.4 line 35). It would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate Kikinis' teachings into the computer system of Schultz to delivery 
information on the Internet because it would have enabled users to obtain data 
information from a variety of media sources for public access in the Internet. 

Claims 8, 12 and 16 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 4. 

As to claims 17 and 18, Schultz's teachings still applied as in claim 4 above. Schultz 
does not specifically disclose receiving and mixing received audio streams and sending 
the audio streams to generate a mix audio stream and sending to a plurality of callers 
of a hosted multi-party talk radio show through one or more slave servers through which 
said callers access said hosted multi-party talk radio show. However, Kikinis in the 
same network environment discloses receiving and mixing received audio streams and 
sending the audio streams to generate a mix audio stream and sending to a plurality of 
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callers of a hosted multi-party talk radio show through one or more slave servers 
through which said callers access said hosted multi-party talk radio show (using media 
sources presenting as radio stations to provide information to users, see fig.1 , col.3 line 
17 to col.4 line 35 and col.5 line 66 to ocl.6 line 65). It would have been obvious to one 
of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Kikinis' 
teachings into the computer system of Schultz to delivery information on the Internet 
because it would have enabled users to obtain data information from a variety of media 
sources for public access in the Internet. 

As to claim 19, Schultz's teachings still applied as in claim 4 above. Schultz does not 
specifically disclose sending a first audio stream received through a first slave server 
from a first caller to a second caller through a second slave server, and sending a 
second audio stream received through said second slave server from said second caller 
to said first caller. However, Kikinis in the same network environment discloses 
sending a first audio stream received through a first slave server from a first caller to a 
second caller through a second slave server, and sending a second audio stream 
received through said second slave server from said second caller to said first caller 
(using media sources presenting as radio stations to provide information to users on 
the Internet, see fig.1, col.3 line 17 to col.4 line 35 and col.5 line 66 to ocl.6 line 65). It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate Kikinis' teachings into the computer system of Schultz to 
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delivery information on the Internet because it would have enabled users to obtain data 
information from a variety of media sources for public access in the Internet. 

As to claim 20, Schultz discloses first and second slave servers are one of the same 
slave server (42 fig.3) (see fig.3, col.6 lines 3-49). 

Claims 24-28 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 16-20 respectively. 
Claims 32-35 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 4 and 25-27 
respectively. 

Claims 39-42 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 32-35 respectively. 

Claims 44 and 46-48 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 39 and 40-42 
respectively. 

As to claim 45, Schultz's teachings still applied as in claim 4 above. Schultz does not 
specifically disclose providing control information to a master server hosting said first 
multi-party talk radio show, said client device being a host of said first hosted multi- 
party talk radio show. However, Kikinis in the same network environment discloses 
providing control information to a master server hosting said first multi-party talk radio 
show, said client device being a host of said first hosted multi-party talk radio show 
(using media sources presenting as radio stations to provide control information to 
users on the Internet, see fig. 1 , col. 3 line 17 to col. 4 line 35 and col. 5 line 66 to ocl.6 
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line 65). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate Kikinis' teachings into the computer system of 
Schultz to delivery information on the Internet because it would have enabled users to 
obtain data information from a variety of media sources for public access in the Internet. 

Claims 50-54 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 44-48 respectively. 

Other prior art cited 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Marquette et al, US pat. No. 6,499,053. 

b. Kawaguchi et al, US pat. No.6,738,801 . 

c. Poisson et al, US pat. No.6,701,358. 
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Conclusion 

8. Claims 1-54 are rejected. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh Dinh whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
8528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 A.m. 
to 5:00 P.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung, can be reached on (703) 308-6687. The fax phone number 
for this group is (703) 872-9306. 

A shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire THREE months from the 
mailing date of this communication. Failure to response within the period for response 
will cause the application to become abandoned (35 U. S. C . Sect. 133). Extensions of 
time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(A). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305 -9600. 




Khanh Dinh 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 51 
9/28/2004 



